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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This office action is in response to application filed on 11/22/00. Claims 1-28 are 
pending. 



2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 15-17 and 19-24rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 15 recites limitation "the call" in line 1. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites limitation "the call" in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 17 recites limitation "the call" in line 1. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 19 recites the limitation "a packet switched network" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Change "a packet switched network" 
"the packet switched network" which is recited in line 1. 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "the authenticating" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
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Claim 24 recites the limitation "the authenticating" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 9-10 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hakim et al (US Patent No. 6,614,780), hereinafter, Hakim. 

For claims 1,2, 10, and 18, Hakim discloses a method comprising: 

• receiving a call at a gateway of a packetized network,(the ITS's provide a gateway 
service, i.e., the capability to interface between the local telephone network and the 
Internet (packetized network is Internet , refer to col. 3 lines 58-61), refer to col. 5 
lines 27-30); 

• directing the call for connection to a feature platform (authentication, as defined in 
specs at page 4 lines 15-17) via the network, refer to abstract and refer to "rout a call- 
--via router devices", col. 5 lines 15-20, col. 4 lines 42-55; 

• performing a service related to the call in the feature platform (refer to "user access 
authentication and security", col. 4 lines 34-37; 
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• after performing the service, transferring the call to another location in the network » 
— gateway and the other location, the connection being independent of the feature 
platform ( refer to col. 4 lines 42-55, col. 5 lines 15-30. 

• network comprising: "a packet switched network (, col. 3 lines 59-61, 400 in fig. 4, 
col. 5 lines 10-15) including one or more gateways coupled to receive calls for the 
network requiring a feature service, as recited by claim 10 , ITS (cateway), refer to 
col. 5 lines 20-30 and col. 4 lines 42-54; 

• a method of authenticating a received at a packetized voice network, as recited by 
claims 2 and 18, (refer to 315 in fig. 3, and col. 3 lines 64-66); 

• routing the call from the ingress point to an authentication server (ITS-SP); 
authenticating the call in the authentication server( authorization ; and routing the 
call to an egress point on the network instead of the authentication server after 
authentication, as recited by claim 18, refer to col. 4 lines 42-54, step 210 in fig. Z 

For claim 9, Hakim discloses the limitations of subject matter as in claim 1 above, 
including the limitation " wherein the other location is an egress gateway (Thus to route a call 
an originating ITS 404 just addresses the call to the IP address of the destination ITS 414 
(egress gateway), col. 5 lines 28-30, col 5 lines 20-22). 

For claim 17, Hakim discloses "wherein the call is received from a publicly switched 
telephone network (PSTN), refer to 100 in fig. 1 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3-7, 11-13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hakim, as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, in view of Fougnies et al (US Patent No. 
5,854,975), hereinafter, Fougnies £ 975. 

For claims 3-7, 11-13 and 16 Hakim discloses all the limitations of subject matter, 
including the following limitations: 

• providing an authentication service as the service in the feature platform, as recited 
by claims 3 and 11, refer to col. 4 lines 42-47; 

• wherein the authentication service validates a personal identification number, as 
recited by claim 5, (access code, refer to col. 4 lines 43-45, Caller Idenfication , refer 
to col. 11 lines 35-37); 

• wherein the authentication service includes voice prompts, as recited by claims 6 
and 12, (prompts the user, col. 4 lines 42-45, in voice network 315 fig. 3); 

Hakim does not disclose the following limitations, which are disclosed by Fougnies '975: 

• wherein the authentication service validates a calling card number, as recited by 
claim 4, refer to col. 1 lines 19-21, col. 11 lines 55-65, col. 12 lines 7-10, and col. 13 
lines 20-25; 
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• wherein the authentication service utilizes Automatic Number Identification (ANI) 
information as a basis for authentication, recited by claims 7 and 13, refer to 
abstract, col. 5 lines 40-50, col. 6 lines 5-20, and col. 7 lines 39-42. 

• wherein the call is routed to the feature platform according to a destination number 
identification service (DNIS), as recited by claim 16, refer to col. 6 lines 5-10; 

Further, Fougnies '975 discloses the following limitations more explicitly, as follows: 

• providing an authentication service as the service in the feature platform, as recited 
by claims 3 and 11, refer to col.2 lines 24-26, col. 4 lines5-7 and col. 4 lines 33-40; 

• wherein the authentication service validates a personal identification number, as 
recited by claim 5, (refer to col. 9 lines 30-35); 

• wherein the authentication service includes voice prompts, as recited by claims 6 
and 12, (refer to col. 2 lines 19-21, col. 6 lines 40-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the capabilities of calling card number, Automatic Number Identification, personal 
identification number, voice prompts, (DNIS) and providing authentication service, as taught by 
Fougnies '975. The suggestion to use these capabilities would have been motivated in order to 
provide anti-fraud capabilities and facilitates billing. 

8. Claims 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hakim, 
as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, in view of O'Neal et al (US Patent No. 6,728,357), 
hereinafter, O'Neal. 
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For claims 8 and 14, Hakim discloses all the limitations of the subject matter, with the 
exception of the following limitation, which is disclosed by O'Neal, as follows: 

• providing a follow-me service as the service, refer to col. 1 1, lines 65-67; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the capabilities of "follow-me-service". The suggestion to use these capabilities would 
have been motivated in order to facilitate handle calls appropriately. 

9. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hakim, as 
applied to claims 1 and 10 above, in view of Burke et al (US Patent No. 6,728,357), hereinafter, 
Burke. 

For claim 15, Hakim discloses all the limitations of the subject matter, with the exception 
of the following limitation, which is disclosed by Burke, as follows: 

• wherein the call is redirected from the feature platform to other location on the 
network using a media gateway control protocol, ( MGCP communicates information 
to the distribution network through an alert queue. MGCP is used for telephony 
communication, refer to col. 5, lines 25-45; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the capabilities of redirecting calls from the feature platform to other location on the 
network using a media gateway control protocol, as taught by Burke. This capability can be 
combined at gateway of the network. The suggestion to use these capabilities would have been 
motivated in order to facilitate handling of calls appropriately. 
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10. Claims 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hakim, as 
applied to claims 1 and 10 above, in view of Nelson et al (US Patent No. 6,760, 778), 
hereinafter, Nelson. 

Hakim discloses voice traffic (315 in fig. 3) bearing packet switched network (Internet 
301 in fig. 3 and 405 in fig. 4 , col. 1 lines 5-10), the method comprising: 

• receiving at a gateway to packet-switched network (the ITS's provide a gateway 
service, i.e., the capability to interface between the local telephone network and the 
Internet (packetized network is Internet , refer to col. 3 lines 58-61), refer to col. 5 
lines 27-30); an information stream including encoded voice-band traffic originating 
from voice terminal (3 1 1 in fig. 3 and 41 1 in fig. 4) outside the packet-switched 
network (Internet 405 in fig. 4; 

• directing the information stream over the packet-switched network to an 
authentication service and thereby establishing a connection between the voice 
terminal and the authentication service (authentication, as defined in specs at page 4 
lines 15-17) via the network, refer to abstract and refer to "rout a call — via router 
devices", col. 5 lines 15-20, col. 4 lines 42-55; 

• upon authentication by the authentication service (refer to "user access authentication 
and security", col. 4 lines 34-37; disassociating the information stream from the 
authentication service, redirecting the information stream via the packet-switched 
network to establish a connection with a target device ( refer to col. 4 lines 42-55, col. 
5 lines 15-30. After connection to other location, authentication service is transparent 
to call communication.). 
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Hakim does not disclose the following limitation explicitly, which is disclosed by 
Nelson, as follows: 

• "an information stream including encoded voice-band traffic refer to col. 10 lines 
25-32; originating from voice terminal outside the packet-switched network (IP network, col 4 
lines 55-57". 

• wherein the authenticating includes bi-directionaal (full-duplex, col. 10 lines 26-29) 
communication of encoded voice-band traffic between the voice terminal and the authentication 
service via the gateway, as taught by claim 21, refer to col. 10 lines 25-32 and col. 8 lines 22- 
24. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the capabilities of "an information stream including encoded voice-band originating from 
voice terminal outside the packet-switched network, as taught by Nelson. This capability can be 
combined at gateway of the network. The suggestion to use these capabilities would have been 
motivated in order to facilitate handling of calls appropriately. 

For claim 20, Hakim discloses all the limitations of the subject matter including the 
following limitation: 

• authenticating a credential associated with the information stream using the 
authentication service (refer to "access code and security, col. 4 lines 35-37 and 
prompts user for access code to confirm authorization, col. 4 lines 42-46. 
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1 1. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hakim, as 
applied to claims 1 and 10 above, in view of Seazholtz et al (US Patent No.5,594,789), 
hereinafter, Seazholtz. 

Hakim discloses voice traffic (315 in fig. 3) bearing packet switched network (Internet 
301 in fig. 3 and 405 in fig. 4 , col. 1 lines 5-10), the method comprising: 

• receiving at an authentication service (authentication, as defined in specs at page 4 
lines 15-17) in the network a request to authenticate, refer to abstract and refer to 
"rout a call — via router devices", col. 4 lines 35-38 and lines 42-55 and col. 5 lines 
15-20; 

Hakim does not disclose the following limitations explicitly, which are disclosed by 
Seazholtz, as follows: 

• authenticate an endpoint for a pay-per-stream distribution of media, as also recited by 
claim 26, (refer to abstract, col. 1 lines 25-28, col. 1 lines 50-67, col. 7 lines 40-43, 
col. 9 lines 4-8, col. 25 lines 8-20, and col. 42 lines 9-21; 

• upon authentication by the authentication service , directing the pay-per-stream 
stream distribution of media from a feature service in the network providing the pay- 
per-stream distribution of media as information stream, (refer to abstract, col. 1 lines 
25-28, col. 1 lines 50-67, col. 7 lines 40-43, col. 9 lines 4-8, col. 25 lines 8-20, and 
col. 42 lines 9-21); 

• providing via the packet-switched network a connection between the feature server 
providing the information stream and the endpoint, refer to col. 2 lines 52-57, and col. 
16 lines 13-30. 
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• wherein the connection between the feature server providing the information stream 
and the endpoint includes an egress point of the packet switched network, refer to 
"gateways", col. 3 lines 20-25. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the capability of pay-per-view program upon authorization/ authentication of subscriber, 
as taught by Seazholtz. This capability can be combined at gateway of the network. The 
suggestion to use these capabilities would have been motivated in order to facilitate handling of 
calls appropriately and provide broadband services. 

12. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dowd et al (US 
Patent No. 6,141,755),hereinafter, Dowd, in view of Burke et al (US Patent No.6, 141,755), 
hereinafter, Burke. 

For claim 28, Dowd discloses "an apparatus (figl), refer to col. 5 line 65 through 
col. 6 line 24, comprising: 

• a packet switched network (packet switched firewalls 20) including one or more 
egress points (egress network 22 in fig. l)coupled to an external telephone network 
(external network in fig. 1); and 

• a feature platform (endpoint authentication , col. 4 lines 1 5-20) coupled to control 
outgoing calls (determine if a connection should be allowed, col. 3 lines 64-66) for 
call agents, the outgoing calls connecting respective destination numbers (col. 4 lines 
15-20 and respective ones of the cell agents through egress points (refer to col. 1 1 
lines 5-11, connections between the destination numbers and the respective calling 



Application/Control Number: 09/721,220 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2666 

agents being independent of the feature platform after each of the calls is connected, ( 
the connection is functional independently when no intervention by authentication 
service has taken place); 
Dowd does not disclose explicitly "call agent, which is disclosed by burke, refer to col. 5 
lines 40-45. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the capability of "call agent, as taught by Burke. This capability can be combined at 
gateway of the network. The suggestion to use these capabilities would have been motivated in 
order to facilitate handling of calls appropriately and provide broadband services. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
13. Claim 22-24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Prior Art of Record 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Blaze (US Patent No. 5,574,781) discloses a communication system arranged to route 
a database queried call. 

• Cox et al (US Patent No. 6,574,321) discloses management of policies on the usage 
of telecommunications services. 
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Conclusion 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Inder P Mehra whose telephone number is 571-272-3170. The 
examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 8AM to 4 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao, can be reached on 571-272-3 174. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

S\vJu. Pol t>U*~ 

Inder P Mehra 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2666 
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